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Council Committee Meeting
Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

1. Welcome and Study Update

2. Review Final Extent and Level of Service Options and
Corresponding Future Program Costs

3. Review of National and Regional Average Stormwater Fees

4. Next Steps
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Study Update i Recent Activities

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

AProject Website, Survey #1 and Factsheet are live.
Alnitial Public Stakeholder Meeting held September 20th
APresented Study as part of BWD Speaker Series on November 29"

AHeld Staff Technical Advisory Meeting on Current and Future Program
Costs on December 10th

APresented Study as part of AWWWEA
NW District meeting on December 12

Survey Report
08 August 2018 - 20 December 2018

Stormwater Survey 1

PROJECT: Study for Flood Management and Water Quality
Funding

Speak Up Fayetteville




Study Update i Overall Status

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study
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Speakup Fayetteville Survey #1 Results

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

ATotal of 57 responses were logged as of 1/7/2019

AOf these, 53 were from survey takers that live in the
City. Forty two (79%) own their residence and 11
(21%) rent.

A3/4 think drainage issues are either a major or minor
problem in their area.

AThese drainage issues are typically:
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Question options
@ Flooding in streets, roads, or private drives near your home or business @ Flooding anywhere on your property
@ Flooding inside your home or business @ Trash/debris in streams or drainage ditches @ Pollution in streams, ponds, or lakes
@ Soil and/or stream bank erosion @ Other @ | have not experienced any drainage issues
(57 responses, 0 skipped)

Public Drainage Easement on Property?

1(1.8%)

|

17 (29.8%)

21(36.8%) —

- 18 (31.6%)

Question options

®vYes @ No @ ldontknow @ Does notapply

Optional question (57 responses, 0 skipped)
How serious are the drainage issues ir
your area of Fayetteville?

13 (22.8%)

23 (40.4%)

21 (36.8%)

Question options
® Major problem @ Minor problem @ Not a problem
(57 responses, 0 skipped)



- Speakup Fayetteville Survey #1 Results

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

Affected by the April 2017 storm?
AThirty nine percent were willing to pay a flood '
management and water quality monthly fee based on

the amount of impervious surface on their property,  awm -
23 percent may be willing to pay one and 39 percent
were not.

Question options . ,
Oves ®ho © Mayo If so, was a service request made’

ATwenty Two of the responses were affected by the
April 2017 storm of which 5 logged a service request.

22 (38.6%)

13 (22.8%)

1(4.5%) |

— 22 (38.6%) 5(22.7%)

16 (72.7%) 4

Question options
®vYes © No @ Dontknow
(22 responses, 35 skipped) 6

22 (38.6%)

Willing to pay fee for additional service



Speakup Fayetteville Survey #1 Results

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

ATwo comments encouraging credits for low impact / green infrastructure measures,
such as preservation of drainage on site through bioswales, rain gardens, or
rainwater collection for metered irrigation.

AOne comment regarding affordability and equity from a low income survey taker.
AOne comment suggesting a regional stormwater utility for northwest Arkansas.

AWwillingness to pay for long term, forward thinking, sustainable solutions, not more
ditches/culverts/ higher curbs, etc... Instead, solutions such as more permeable
surfaces, more native vegetation and education.

AOne comment demonstrated the need for additional education related to existing fees
coll ected by the City for fndedicated de
mi tigation wetl andso.
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Stormwater Fee for Service Refresher
Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

AFees must be directly related to the services
provided,

Ai Pol |l uter payso principl
based on the burden a property places on
stormwater system, typically measured by
impervious surface by parcel.

AAIl properties pay, no exemptions only credits for
reducing a propertyodos bu
system.

AFees collected must be accounted for separately via
an enterprise fund.

AExtent of service (EOS) relates to where the City will
work

ALevel of service (LOS) defines what stormwater
services the City would provide and at what
frequency.
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Overview of Final EOS /LOS Options

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

Time

ion*
il Frame*

Frequency Area of Service

Current Reactive |To characterize existing conditions

Option A | 20 years Routine |[Making the Cityés current drainage servi

Additional public responsibility of private infrastructure (residential detention ponds and
Option B | 10 years | Proactive [private infrastructure connected to Public ROW) and of additional unfunded regulatory
compliance

Additional public responsibility of private infrastructure (commercial detention ponds and
Option C | 5years | Enhanced |City Streamside Corridor) . Estimate the cost of additional unfunded regulatory
compliance.

* Cumulative, each option builds on the extent and level of services provided in the previous option. For example, Option B includes
the EOS/LOS addressed in Option A plus additional drainage services.

* Time Frame to address backlog of drainage projects and meet Flood Management and Water Quality Goals.




Final Extent of Service (EOS) Options

Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

Service Area Current Option A Option B Option C
Public Roads and ROW X X X X
Private infrastructure connected to Public ROW & X X
Drainage Easements
Existing X X X X
Assume Easements Equitably (City-wide) X X X
Detention Ponds -
Public X X X X
Residential X X
Non-Residential X
City Streamside Corridor ¢ X
a. Public maintenance would extend to the downstream end of the first private infrastructure connected to the ROW.
b. Donated easement and an inspection by City staff or an AR-licensed PE would be needed to ensure all private drainage features are
functioning per the specifications of the Cityo6s drainage <cr
c. Acorridor representinga 10-f oot buf fer from the top of each wa tageheaawatersforbanks
streamside protection areas.
Streamside Profection

Best ices Manual

e e e o rescrans e o s

Taveteville
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Current Extent of Service
Flood Management and Water Quality Funding Study

Fayetteville currently provides stormwater services within:

1.
2.

Public roads and rights of way, and
Drainage features (excluding private
detention ponds) within dedicated public
easements.

Currently public easements are required
when greater than 4 private lots,
approximately an acre, of a subdivision
drain to a single point. Older
developments may not have required
easements.

These dedicated public easements are generally found
in the more recently developed areas of the City.
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